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when he helped to deprive the plaintiff of his freedom need
not necessarily be, and probably should not be, determined
by the local (Chilean) law, by exception to the regularly
applicable law of the flag.
The inspiration received from Regina v. Lesley suggests
some connection with the English rule that the act must be
unjustifiable under the lex loci actus, although also actionable
at the English forum. However, all supporting English cases
deal with acts entirely done in a foreign country.
Indeed, in the Lesley case it was stated as a separate offense
that the continuing detention of the prisoner after the vessel
left the Chilean territorial waters, constituted false imprison-
ment by application of the British law of the flag. Thus, there
was no aftereffect of the Chilean privilege on the high seas
to be condoned because of the Chilean law. Neither do these
decisions fortify the theory of the Restatement, nor is their
own theory explained by the provision of the Restatement.
(b)   Influence of the lam of the 'place of effect. On the other
hand, a few writers who believe in the decisiveness of the
place of acting have made an exception in favor of the place
where the effects of a tort appear, when the acting person
either intends the effects in another state or recklessly does
not care where his acts take effect.25
On another ground, Rheinstein has recently suggested that
while on principle the law of the place of acting should gov-
ern, another state where the effects take place may, in virtue of
its public policy, adjudicate a claim according to its own law of
tort, provided that the actor could foresee that it would cause
harm in that other state. Third states would not be, therefore,
in a position to apply this latter law.26
(c)  Differentiated solutions. A remarkable suggestion was
25 HABICHT 955 RAAPE 206 (with restriction to cases involving- the state
frontier),
26 RHEINSTEIN, 19 Tul. L. Rev. (1944) at 31.